A PROJECT in library cooperation in the North Texas region has extended from its inception in December I942, to the publication in mimeographed form on Aug. I, I948, of a completely revised North Texas Regional Union List of Serials. The publication of this list may appropriately be the occasion for a summary of the history of this project and a brief account of what it has accomplished.
In December I942, a survey to determine whether it was feasible to organize a cooperative regional library enterprise was authorized by the presidents of North Texas State Teachers College, Southern Methodist University, Texas Christian University, and Texas State College for Women. Dr. A. F. Kuhlman, who carried out the survey, included in it also the public libraries of Dallas and Forth Worth and the library of Southwestern Baptist Theological Seminary. Thus three libraries in Fort Worth, two in Dallas, and two in Denton were brought into the enterprise. These libraries, located within an hour's driving distance of each other, are in the heart of the thickly settled North Texas region, and contained in I943 a book stock of 8Io,ooo volumes.
As a result of the survey, Dr. Kuhlman recommended the organization of the North Texas regional libraries with a coordinator or director ; the mimeographing of a union list of serials; the expansion of the serial resources through planned, cooperative purchasing; cooperative acquisition of additional reference and bibliographic tools; a regional program for collection of government documents, newspapers, and manuscript collections; a union catalog of books; proper financial support; systematic planning for the strengthening of library resources; and local coordination of libraries.
1
Of these recommendations two have been carried into effect: the mimeographing of a union list . of serials, and the expansion of_ the serial resources through planned, cooperative purchasing. Some progress has been made in the local coordination of libraries. On the proposals involving the creation of some central library system, no steps have been taken. The fact that each of these libraries operates under a separate governing body is an obstacle which is not likely to be overcome in the near future. The growth in serial holdings over the period from November I5, 1943 I5, , to June I, 1948 , is indicated in Table III. These rates of increase, ranging from 49 to 85 per cent, must be attributed in great measure to the stimulus of the regional project.
Not only have the libraries rapidly increased their holdings in serials; they have also made a concerted effort to eliminate Each of these four libr aries was assigned a certain number of files for which it was to fill ·in the gaps not held in the region.
In the three-year period from July I, I945, through June 30, I948, $40,000 was spent by these four libraries in completing files for the region. None of this sum was spent to duplicate materials already held. While this procedure strengthened the library resources of the region and reduced duplication in certain files, it did not reduce the total amount of duplication, which, as Table IV shows, has slightly increased.
At first glance it may appear that the regional project has had no effect in keeping down duplication, but this conclusion fails to take into account the probability that without cooperation the increase in duplication would have been considerably greater. All the libraries are growing rapidly and are making up for a late start in acquiring materials. The two public libraries have similar clienteles, and the four colleges and universities have similar curricula. ThlJS if the latter, all of which are members of the Southern Associaiton of Colleges and Secondary Schools, had files of all the periodicals recommended by the Association, 4 the amount of duplication would be very much greater than it is. It is nevertheless true that more ·careful planning could reduce the acquisition of rarely-used files by more than one library.
One of the recommendations which has borne fruit is that calling for greater local cooperation in utilizing library resources. In Denton, for example, students of each of the two state-owned institutions have full use of the library facilities of both colleges. The result is that the library resources available to the students in each institution have been increased by not less than fifty per cent, 5 without the cumbersome process of interlibrary loans. 
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Administrative difficulties in maintaining the regional union list of serials have thus far not been great. The initial arrangement was made by a conference of the presidents of North Texas State Teachers College, Southern Methodist University, Texas Christian University, and Texas State College for Women. After the plans had been agreed upon, however, the direction of the work has been largely in the hands of the chief librarians of the cooperating libraries. The typing and mailing of extra cards for the central file and the maintaining of the master card catalog have been carried on by some score of librarians in addition to their regular duties. The mimeographing of the union list, however, has become a formidable problem wh1cn involved cutting eight hundred stencils for the revised edition. The cumulative burden of work, which is the nemesis of all union catalogs, may eventually force a new method of financial support or some other means of publishing the contents of the master card catalog.
The benefits of the North Texas regional project have been the strengthening of the serial resources of the region, the development of a plan of cooperative purchasing, and greater local cooperation in using library materials. Though the venture has not accomplished all that has been hoped for it, it has nevertheless made considerable progress.
Correction
Mr. Paul Alcorn of the University of Connecticut reports that the figures given in the printed sources in ';Administrative Organization and Financial Support of Land-Grant College and University Libraries," IX, October 1948, p. 330, on which Table I was based are incorrect and incomplete. The enrollment, according to Mr. Alcorn, was 3355, and library expenditures $60,100. The per student expenditure for Connecticut was thus $17.91 and the ratio 3.12 % . If these figures are used, the average per student expenditure would be $23.07, and the average ratio 2.88% . While these changes are of importance to the University concerned and do alter the general averages somewhat, the general conclusions of the article remain entirely valid.
